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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 16 years. 

Display Conditions: 

Nil. 

Descriptive Note: 

Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The computer printout Stealing is classified as: 

Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 16 years. 

The computer printout Stealing consists of a detailed description of a burglary and a 
list of practical advice for prospective imitators. Despite an overall lack of detailed 
information, the compilation of practical instructions, along with the presentation of 
burglary as an adventure, is considered to promote and encourage criminal acts to a 
significant extent and degree. 

The likely source of the material is the Internet. The language and tone of the 
publication indicate that it is intended for older children and teenagers. The idea of 
acting outside the law is undoubtedly attractive to many young persons, and the 
publication panders to this attraction with its depiction of stealing as fun. It is likely that 
older teenagers and adults will recognise the material as a juvenile expression of anti¬ 
authority sentiment. However, the presentation of burglary as an adventure, and the 
seemingly comprehensive list of instructions may encourage a younger, more 
impressionable group to attempt to emulate the criminal acts described. 

The right to freedom of expression set out in si4 of the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 
1990 has been weighed against the likelihood of injury to the public good arising from 
the availability of the material. The restriction imposed on the publication is reasonable, 
no more than is necessary to prevent injury to the public good, and is consistent with 
Parliament's intention to restrict publications whose availability is likely to create such 
injury. 
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